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Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Western Di s-
trict of North Carolina, at Charlotte. Graham C. Mul l en, Chief
District Judge. (CA-98-376)

Subm tted: Septenber 29, 2000 Deci ded: Cctober 17, 2000

Bef ore MOTZ and TRAXLER, Circuit Judges, and HAM LTON, Senior Cr-
cuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

John Ei chorn, Rockingham North Carolina, for Appellant. Mark T.
Call oway, United States Attorney, Joseph L. Brinkley, Assistant
United States Attorney, Charlotte, North Carolina, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Lat osa Hunt | ey appeal s the district court’s order granting the
Comm ssioner’s notion for sunmmary judgnent in this action chal-
| enging the Comm ssioner’s denial of Huntley' s applications for
disability i nsurance benefits and suppl enental security incone. W
have reviewed the record and the district court’s order accepting
the recommendation of the nagistrate judge and find no reversible
error. In particular, we find that the admnistrative |aw judge
gave proper weight to the opinion of Huntley’'s treating physician
and t hat substanti al evidence supports the Conm ssi oner’ s deci si on.
We therefore affirmon the reasoning of the district court. See

United States v. Huntley, No. CA-98-376 (WD.N.C. Mar. 9, 2000).°

We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court

and argunent would not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

" Although the district court’s order is marked as “filed” on
March 8, 2000, the district court’s records show that it was
entered on the docket sheet on March 9, 2000. Pursuant to Rules 58
and 79(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, it is the date
that the judgnment or order was entered on the docket sheet that we
take as the effective date of the district court’s decision. See
Wlson v. Murray, 806 F.2d 1232, 1234-35 (4th Cr. 1986).




